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struck deepest root. It is difficult to regard the coincidence
as purely accidental. If the vernal equinox, the season at
which in the temperate regions the whole face of nature
testifies to a fresh outburst of vital energy, had been viewed
from of old as the time when the world was annually created
afresh in the resurrection of a god, nothing could be more
natural than to place the resurrection of the new deity at
the same cardinal point of the year. Only it is to be
observed that if the death of Christ was dated on the
twenty-fifth of March, his resurrection, according to Christian
tradition, must have happened on the twenty-seventh of
March, which is just two days later than the vernal equinox
of the Julian calendar and the resurrection of Attis. A
similar displacement of two days in the adjustment of
Christian to heathen celebrations occurs in the festivals
of St George and the Assumption of the Virgin. However,
another Christian tradition, followed by Lactantius and
perhaps by the practice of the Church in Gaul, placed the
death of Christ on the twenty-third and his resurrection on
the twenty-fifth of March.1 If that was so, his resurrection
coincided exactly with the resurrection of Attis.
In point of fact it appears from the testimony of an Different
anonymous Christian, who wrote in the fourth century of ^^^ **
our era, that Christians and pagans alike were struck by the pagans and
remarkable coincidence between the death and resurrection explained
of their respective deities, and that the coincidence formed the
a theme of bitter controversy between the adherents of the
rival religions, the pagans contending that the resurrection
of Christ was  a spurious imitation of the resurrection of
Attis, and the Christians asserting with equal warmth that
the resurrection of Attis was a diabolical counterfeit of the
resurrection of Christ    In these unseemly bickerings the
heathen took what to a superficial  observer might seem
strong ground   by arguing that their  god was  the older
and therefore presumably the original, not the counterfeit,
since as a general rule an original is older than its copy.
This feeble argument the Christians easily rebutted    They
1 Lactantius,   De   mortibus  ptrse-     Gallic usage see S.  Marthras Domi-
cutorum,  2 ;  id., Divin. Institut. iv.     ensis, quoted above, p. 307 note.
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